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Detailed Action 

Claims 29, 31-34, 36-38 are pending in this Office Action. 
Claims 29, 31, 33; 34, 46 and 38 are amended. 
Claims 1-28, 30, 35 remain cancelled. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed in the amendment filed 6/20/07 have been fully considered 
but are moot in view of new grounds of rejection. 

Applicant's invention as claimed : 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 29, 30-34, 36-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable by 
U.S. Patent No. 6,496,855 by Hunt et al. 

Regarding claim 29, the Hunt reference teaches 

a system for fraud prevention by authenticating a user at a first Internet site (Hunt: col. 2, 
lines 47-51 shows a user is verified; col. 4, lines 1 1-22, 30-41 teach protecting data for 
preventing fraud), comprising: 

an Internet-connected verification server for performing the authentication (Hunt: col. 2, 
lines 36-40; the server); and 
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an Internet-connected appliance operable by the user for sending a request for 
authentication to the first Internet site (Hunt: col. 1, lines 56-61; the user; col. 5, lines 1-10; 
RAS); 

wherein the user specifies sites not associated with the first Internet site known to the 
user as capable of accepting the user's username-password pair included in the request for 
authentication and a username-password pair for the user (Hunt: col. 2, lines 47-60; col. 6, lines 
48-52; Fig. 1), and the server, in response to the request causes automatic navigation to sites and 
attempts a login on behalf of the user with the username-password pair, successful login at the 
sites allowing authentication of the user at the first Internet site (Hunt: col. 4, lines 1-5, 23-26). 

The Hunt reference does not explicitly state a second and third Internet site. 

However, the Hunt reference does address the plurality of Internet sites that a user 
registers and authenticates with as a problem in which the invention is overcoming (Hunt: col. 1, 
lines 21-23, 30-35) in order to protect user data and privacy with the growth number of sites a 
user registers with (Hunt: col. 1, lines 21-54). 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to create the system of fraud preventing by Hunt to include a second and third site that a client 
wishes to login as taught in the background of Hunt in order to protect user data and privacy with 
the growth number of sites a user registers with (Hunt: coL 1, lines 21-54). 

Regarding claim 31, the system of claim 29, wherein the verification server is a first server, and 
the request is sent from the appliance to a second server on the network, which forwards at least 
a portion of the request to the first server, and the first server returns an indication of verification 
after causing the navigation and log-in attempt to the second and third sites provided by the user 
(Hunt: col. 2, lines 36-60; first server is target web server; second server is registration agent 
server; col. 8, lines 39-42). 

Regarding claim 32, the system of claim 29, wherein all or a portion of the request is compared 
against stored user profile data for verification purposes (Hunt: col. 3, lines 31-40; col. 2, lines 
47-51). 
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Regarding claim 33, the system of claim 29, wherein the request comprises at least three or more 
user specified network destination sites and username-password pairs for the sites, and 
authentication is a number based on log-in results (Hunt: col. 6, lines 48-52; col. 8, lines 43- col. 
9, line 15; Fig. 1). 

Regarding claim 34, the Hunt reference teaches 

a method for fraud prevention by authenticating a user at a first Internet site (Hunt: col. 2, 
lines 47-51 shows a user is verified; col. 4, lines 1 1-22, 30-41 teach protecting data for 
preventing fraud), comprising the steps of: 

(a) accepting by a server an authentication request from the user comprising at least a 
plurality of Internet sites known to the user as capable of accepting the user's username-pair for 
each site and the username-password pairs are included in the authentication request from the 
user (Hunt: col. 2, lines 47-60; col. 6, lines 48-52); 

(b) causing, by the server, automatic navigation to the sites and an automatic login 
attempt on behalf of the user with the username-password pairs (Hunt: col. 4, lines 1-5, 23-26); 
and 

(c) reporting an indication of authenticity of the user according to success or failure of the 
login attempts (Hunt: col. 8, lines 39-42). 

The Hunt reference does not explicitly state a second and third Internet site. 

However, the Hunt reference does address the plurality of Internet sites that a user 
registers and authenticates with as a problem in which the invention is overcoming (Hunt: col. 1, 
lines 21-23, 30-35) in order to protect user data and privacy with the growth number of sites a 
user registers with (Hunt: col. 1, lines 21-54). 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to create the system of fraud preventing by Hunt to include a second and third site that a client 
wishes to login as taught in the background of Hunt in order to protect user data and privacy with 
the growth number of sites a user registers with (Hunt: col. 1, lines 21-54). 
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Regarding claim 36, the method of claim 34 wherein the server is a first server, and the request is 
sent from the appliance to a second server on the network, which forwards at least a portion of 
the request to the first server, and the first server returns and indication of authenticity after 
causing the navigation and log-in attempt at the sites provided by the user (Hunt: col. 2, lines 36- 
60; first server is target web server; second server is registration agent server; col. 8, lines 39- 
42). 

Regarding claim 37, the method of claim 34 wherein all or a portion of the request is compared 
against stored user profile data for verification purposes (Hunt: col. 3, lines 31-40; col. 2, lines 
47-51). 

Regarding claim 38, the method of claim 34, wherein the request comprises three or more sites 
and username-password pairs for the Internet sites, and authentication is a number based on log- 
in results (Hunt: col. 6, lines 48-52; col. 8, lines 43- col. 9, line 15). 



Remarks 

Applicant has amended the claims to cite a second and third Internet sites instead of a 
plurality of more than one Internet sites. 

The examiner maintains the art but changes rejection a 103(a) to address the obvious 
modification from Hunt. The examiner contends the prior art still reads on the limitations as 
claimed because making a plurality of sites is still addressed in Hunt. Applicant presents 
arguments stating a navigation request is sent to the navigation server hosted by the same service 
provider and logs in at each site using sensitive data, scores assigned to login successes and a 
third party server. These arguments are not reflected in the claim ianguage and are given no 
weight. 

Further applicant's naming of certain devices in the arguments to denote purpose and use 
do not translate well to broad and unclear names of the first and second and third servers as well 
as Internet sites. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Benjamin R. Bruckart whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3982. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-5:30PM with every other Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571) 272-4006. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
Benjamin R Bruckart 
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Art Unit 2155 




